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tion was interposed by the prisoner's counsel. But, in address-
ing the jury, Mr. Dexter complained that Mr. "Webster had
been brought there to " hurry the jury against the law and
beyond the evidence." It does not appear, however, that on
this trial any suggestion was publicly made that Mr. "Web-
ster had received, or was to receive, a fee from any private
quarter. In opening his argument to the jury, Mr. Webster
said that " although he could well have wished to shun this
occasion, he had not felt at liberty to withhold Ms professional
assistance, when it was supposed that he might be in some
degree useful in investigating and discovering the truth respect-
ing this most extraordinary murder," and that " in that court
nothing could be carried against the law, and an intelligent and
just jury could not by any power be hurried beyond the evi-
dence." 1

On the trial of Joseph Knapp, as accessory, the prisoner's
counsel (the same gentlemen who had defended Francis Knapp)
objected to. Mr. Webster's appearance for the government.
They referred to a statute, which placed public prosecutions
under the direction and control of the law officers of the State,
and which prohibited them from receiving any fee or reward
from or in behalf of any prosecutor. They stated that they
" had understood that Mr. Webster was to receive a compen-
sation for his services from a private prosecutor, and they
questioned the right of a private individual to retain counsel to
aid the law officers of the government in effecting a conviction
for a crime punishable with death." Mr. Webster rose and
said that " he appeared solely at the request of the Attorney-
General, and without any pecuniary inducement." These are
the statements of what occurred, as they are found in the offi-
cial report.2 On the following day, the court delivered its
opinion on the application, through Mr. Justice Putnam, as
follows:

" In the present case, Mr. Webster ayows that he is induced to aid the
Attorney-General merely at his request, and -without any other considera-
tion, so that this case presents the question whether a counsellor may, at
the request of the Attorney-General, be admitted to aid him in the prose-
cution, without any pecuniary consideration "being paid to him, or any

1 Works, vi., 51, 52.                       " 10 Pickering's Eeports, J-ll.